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ELECTION COMMISSION, INDIA 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 23rd May 1957 

S.B.O. IfSS. —In pursuance of the provlalons of sub-seotion (1) of section Sd 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Commission hereby 
publishes a cc^y of the Election Petition No. 475 of 1957, presented to the 
Cbmmlssion on the 9th May, 1957 under section 81 of the said Act, liy Shri 
Qurudayal Das, Son of Shri Gyandas, resident of Satya Nagor, Rac Bareli, 
Uttar Pradesh calling In question the election to the House of the People from 
the Rae Bareli constituency of that House of Shri Feroze GandhL M.P,, son of 
Shri Jehanglr Gandhi, resident of Queen Victoria Road, New Delhi and Shri 
^IJnath Kureeh M.P., son of Shri ^ola, resident of Beliganj, Rae Bareli, 
Uttar Pradesh. 

Presented to me by Shri Gurdayal Das whose signature has been obtained 
in' the margin and attested as having been signed before me thi.s the Ninth 
day of May, One Thousand Nine Hundred and Fifty Seven. 

(Sd.) Din Dayal, Under Secy. 

Election Commission India. 

(Sd.) Gurudatal. 

Attested 

(Sd.) Din Dayal, 19,6.67. 

BEFORE THE ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA, NEW DELHI 
Election PEnnoN No. 475 of 1967 

Gurudayal Dta, age 14 years, S/o Gyanda.s r/o Satya Nagar, Rae Bareli, 
Uttar Pradesh.Petitioner. 

Verrus 

1, Shri Feroze Gandhi, M.P., age 44 years, s/o Jehangir Gandhi, r/o Queen 
Victoria* Road, New Delhi. 

2'. SVr Blaijnath Kureel, M'.P., age 36 year.-., s/o Bhola, r/o Beliganj, Rae 
Bareli, Uttar" Pradesh. Respondents 

Election Petition U/S- 81 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
relntins to elei^on held on 23tfa and 23th Febsuary and 3rd, 6th'. 
9th and' 12th March 1957, to the Bouse of Pe<n^ of India for 30(1 
Rae Bareli Parliamentary Two Member Constituency in Uttar 
I^aKlesh’. 

The petition of the sold Qurudayal Diw Sheweth:—■ 

1. That your petitioner was duly nominated and a coutestlng candidate for 
olOcttoia to- the Mouse' of. People of India ftom 360 Rae Bareli- Parliamentary 
Twtt Member Constituency in Uttar Fradesh for the reserved' scat for Scheduled 
Castes and was an Indapendant candidiata. 
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2. That Respondent No, 2, Sri Baiinath Kureel, was also a contesting candl- 
^te from the said constituency for the reserved seat for Scheduled Castes. 
Respondent No. 1, Sri Ferozc Gandhi, was a contesting candidate from the said 
constituency for general seat Both respondents No, I and 2 were official candi¬ 
dates of the Indian National Congress, a recognised party and axe returned 
candidates. 

3. That there were three more contesting candidates from the said consti- 
^ency, one Sri Ohhotelal, an official candidate of the All India Ehartiya Jan 
Sangh for reserved seat for Scheduled Caste, second Sri Raghavendra Dutta, 
an official candidate of the Praja Socialist Party of India, a recognised party, 
for general seat and the third Sri Nand Klshore an official cancudate of the 
Socialist Party of India, an unrecogmsed party, for general seat. 

4. 'Diat the election of the said constituency was held on six different days 
in parts on 25th and 28th February and 3rd, 6th 9th and 12th March; 1967, alter a 
gap of two days, after each part election as fixed by the Returning Officer of 
the said constituency. 

5. That the result of the election of the said constituency was declared on 
the 25th March, 1967, by the Returning Officer of the said constituency accord¬ 
ing to which the respondents were declared returned candidates for the general 
and reserved seats respectively. The result of the election was as follows: — 


Electorate 8,04,166. 

Votes Polled 7,26,054. 

Invalid Votes. 50,697. 

General Seat. 

1. Sri Ferore Gandhi (Congress) 1,62,596. 

2. Sri Nand Kiahore (Socialist) 1,33,342. 

3. Raghavendra Dutt (Praja Socialist) 94,100. 

Reserved Seat 

1. Sri Baijnath Kureel (Congress) 1,28,318. 

2. Shri Chhotelal (Jan Sangh) 1,00,681 

3. Sri Gurudayal Das (Independent) 58,342. 


8. That the Election Corami.ssion of India had on the basis of the result of 
the General Elections held in 195^ accorded recognition to (1) The Indian 
National Congress, (2) The Praja Socialist Party of India, (3) the Communist 
Party of India and (4) The All India Bhartiya Jan Sangh, as all India Polilical 
Parties and 11 other parties as State Political Parties against the provisions of 
the Constitution of India, the Representation of the People Act, the Represen¬ 
tation of the People (Conduct of Elections and Election Petitions) Rules, 1956, 
and political justice. All other parties including the Socialist Party of India 
are un-recogmsed parties. This recognition of political psedies materially 
■affected the result of the election in so for as it gave undue advantage to the 
rGspondt'nts bolng official candidates of the said Indian National Confires® 
Party. 


7. That the provision; — 

“the choice to be made by a candidate under this sub-rule shall ^ su^ 
ject to such restrictions as the Election Commission may thinJi fit 
to impose in that behalf.” 


in clause (a) to the proviso of sub-rule (2) of Rule 5 of the Represratatlon of 
the People (Conduct of Elections and Election Petitions) 

exercise of which the Election Commission in its Notification No, S6/D66-2 
dated November 12th, 1956, has made a reservation of the ^t 4 symbols for 
the said All India recognised parties and some symbols for the state rTCOgms^ 
parties in para 6 above, from the list of for elwtion^ published in ^ 

Gazette of India in the Election Commission’s Notification No. 56/1/56, dated 
So“Imber 12th^.l966, which none _el^_ other than the official c^ffida o 


■f symbols materially affected the reautt of the election. 
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a. That in Rule 10 of the Representation of People (Conduct of Elections and 
X)«ctlon Petitions) Rules, 1956. as regards allotment of ayrnbols the portions: — 

“KKD.. subject to 

any aeneial or special direction issued in thi^t behalf by the Elec¬ 
tion Commission. 


.(«) .. different .. 

( 2 ) . except where it is inconsistent with tha 


direction i 3 .sued by the Elation Commission In this behalf in which 
case, the Election Commission may revise the allotmt nt in such 
manner as it thinks fit ’’ 


;and accordmg to which the Election Commis-siou in its letter No. 56/2/56 dated 
November 24th 1956, addressed to all Chief Electoral Oflficers, had made an 
-allotment of symbols to the said recognised Political Parties in para 6 abova 
even two months before the Notification dated 19th January 1957 by th« 
President of India, calling upon Parliamentary Constituencies to elect represen¬ 
tatives whereby the .said r-^ognised political parties got a definite period of 8 
months before polling began for making a propaganda of their party sumbolf 
.among the electors for the contesting candidate,s on behalf of the said recognised 
parties in para 6 above and while your petitioner had been allotted a symbol 
by the Returning Officer on 4th February, 1957, after 3 p.M, whereby your 
petitioner got a period of 20 day.s only for making propaganda of your petC 
tloner’s symbol among the electors, had caused an L^quality of your petitioner 
before law against the fimdamenta) right guaranteed in .Article 14 of the Consti¬ 
tution of India and Political Justice, pu© to this non-compliance with th# 
^provision of the Constitution, your petitioner could iiot move i^rsonally among 
the electors in such a Parliamentary two members Constituency having 
8,04,166 electors to aCQuaint the electorates with your petitioner’s symbol within 
.such a short time of 20 days after getting the pamphlets etc. printed at leas* 
.all the bazar towns and therefore your petitioner sililer seriously in the eleo- 
tion. Your petitioner could only visit 8 bazar towns for distributing pamphleta- 
Thus this inequality of your petitioner before law materially affected the result 
at the election. 


9. Tliat the Election Commission by an allotment of .symbols to the said 
recognised political parties in para 6 above has created an brought a new kind of 
man into the field of election against the provisions of the Constitution of India, 
the Representation of the People Act and the Representation of the People 
(Conduct of Elections and Election Petitions) rules, 1956, which materially affected 
result of the election in so far as your petitioner has to face this new kind of 
man represented by the respondents. 


10. That for the purpose of elections in a two members Parliamentai'y and 
-Assembly Constituencies in which one seat is reserved for Scheduled Caste or 
Tribea the Election Commission In exercise of the powers conferred on it by 
sub-rule 1 of Rule 10 of the Representation of the People (Conduct of Election* 
and Election Petitions) Rules, 1956, issued a direction regarding the allotment 
of symbols allotted to the said recognised political parties in para 6 above, by 
putting the symbols within a thick black circle for Scheduled Castes or Tribe* 
contestlM candidates as ofilcial candidates of the said recognised political parties 
against Rule 6 of the Represeniation of the People (Conduct of Elections and 
Ejection Petitions) rules, 1956, and Political Justice instead of a quite separata 
symbol for such candidates. The Indian National Congress, a recognised party, 
has been allotted by the Election Commission the symbol “Two Bullocks with 
Yoke on”. The respondents are the ofTlc'n) c'-ndidates of this party. Both the 
respondents contested the election with this one symbol except with the 
difference that the symbol of respondent No. 2 was put within a thick black 
circle. The Election Commission has not declared and published this ‘Thick 
Black Circle” as a symbol in the list of symbols published in its Notification 
No. 66/1/66 dated No ember 12th. 1956, as required by sub-rule 1 of Rule 3 
of the Representative of the People (Conduct of Sections and Election Petitions) 
Rules, 1956. The Indian National Congress Party also made a propaganda of 
this one symbol “two bullocks with yoke on” only among the electorates for 
their information through posters issued from its office and affixed in various 
.cqnsplclous places throughout the constituency and through slogans “Vote 
Tundtam Kahan Padega, Baillan Wale Baksa Mai” shouted systematically 












17 i 6 the gazette of INDIA EXTRAORDINARY Paot H-EWI, 


whenever processions were taken out in different parts of towns and vtUage* Iw 
the Constituency and accordingly both the respondents took benefit of ona 
symbol. These circumstances, therefore materially affected the result of the 
election. 

11. That the Election Commission directed a supply of copies of electoral 
rolls free of cost only to the said recognised politick parties in para 6 above 
for the use of official candidates of such parties The respondents being the 
official candidates of the Indian National Congress Party got a benefit to the 
extent of the cost of the electoral rolls for tlK said Constituency while your 
petitioner was required to purchase a copy of the electoral rolls. Your peti¬ 
tioner, however, did not purchase a copy of the electoral rolls and contested 
the election without it. This direction of the Election Commlasion caused an 
inequality of your petitioner before law against the fundamental right guaranteed 
in Article 14 of the Constitution of India and Political Justice and materially 
•fleeted the result of the election. 

12. That in clause (ivl of sub-section (1) of Section 100 of the Represen¬ 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951' regarding grounds of Election Peti¬ 
tion, the jxirtion- — 

"by any non-compliance with the provisions of the Constitirtion" 

prevented your petitioner from seeking a constitutional remedy for the enforce¬ 
ment of fundamental right guaranteed in Article 14 of the Constitution of' 
India, in the High Court of Allahabad or the Supreme Court of India, and which 
materially affected the election result 

13. That your petitioner brought to the notice of the Government of India,. 
Ministry of Law and Election Commtssxon, the legal defects pointed out in peuwe 
6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12 above and some other defects causing political injustice 
to your petitioner by registered notice dated 15th Februarj' 1957 and dehveredi 
to them on 18th February 1957 prior to polling. 

14. That your petitioner had deposited a sum of Rs. 1.000 as security for the 
cost of this petition in the (Government Treasury, Rae Bareh on 7th May, 1057 
in favour of the Secretary to the Election Commission of India, and a receipt 
is enclosed with this petition. 

Prayer 

Your petitioner, therefore prays to (^lare that the election of both tiie- 
rteepondents as returned canaiaat« Is void 

fth May, 1967 

CkmnnATAi. Dao, 

Petitioner. 

I, Gurudayal Das, declare that the contents of paragraphs 1 to M of the 
above petition are true within my personal knowledge, Verified at Rae Bareli, 
this, the 7th day of May, 1967 

Gurudayal Daa, 


[Wo. «a/ 473/57 f 
By «rd^, 

DIN £rAYAi\ Under Ster- 


iMifTXD nf ntKA- «¥ THB oCMniAL itaN aaii H ,i aw*, w nm, ■■■■•» 
imw raiA iwH> fviLiMHir by the manmiii 6r tanUCutmam, dbb, IMff 



